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"MALICE AFORETHOUGHT"

It is useful for governments to attribute previous malice to
their critics. But in Madras I have come across a clear case of
previous malice on the part of the Government. They have
arrested the printer, the proprietor, the publisher and three editors
of an article published in May last in a Tamil paper called
Deshabhaktan. To an average reader the article is an exhortation
to observe non-violence. The Viceregal declaration on the Ali
Brothers' statement had led everyone to suppose, that there were
to be no prosecutions for anti-Government writings, so long as there
was no violence in them. But the fact of the prosecution does
not much matter. It marks, let us say, a change in the policy.
After all the Viceroy's was not a declaration to bind him for
eternity. What is malicious is the prosecution of the innocent
printer, publisher, proprietor and all the three editors. They could
have found out the actual writer and punished him. If they did
not know the writer's name, they could have called upon the
declared editor to disclose the name of the writer. But under the
pretence of prosecuting for alleged sedition, they wanted to stop
the publication of an influential vernacular newspaper. If all the
six men charged were to defend themselves, they might be dis-
charged. That would not matter to the Government. Their
object was to crush the Deshabhaktan by any means whatsoever.
They have succeeded and are happy. I call this malice afore-
thought. The Press Act may go. But the spirit behind it abides*

THE CONGRESS NOT A SHOW

I observe complaints about the wise action of the Reception
Committee in limiting the issue of vistors' tickets to three thousand.
In my opinion, even three thousand visitors are too many, if we
wish to treat the Congress not as an annual show but a business
assembly meeting year after year to settle the nation's programme
for the ensuing twelve months. The limitation of the number of
delegates presupposed a limitation of the number of visitors. It is
impossible in an unwieldy assembly to carry on calm debates and
take votes. I cannot therefore help feeling, that the Reception
Committee was quite right in fixing a limit for visitors* tickets.

But this does not mean, that the annual gathering should lose
its demonstrative character. The Reception Committee is therefore
organizing lectures on popular subjects not only by the prominent
Congressmen but also by other noted speakers. An instructive
swadeshi exhibition is being arranged. There will be sacred con-
certs too for the spectators. I believe that the Committee is provid-